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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
July 15, 1987 Volume XVIII, No . 16 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 8:04 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
Secretary Roof called the roll, and declared a quorum present. 
Minutes of June 10, 1987 
Mr. Watkins had corrections under Administrators' Remarks on Page 2, 
First paragraph, last two sentences: "The group making the best effort to 
support tax increases was higher education. He had never seen more uncertainty." 
Ms. Mills felt that some words were missing at the bottom of Page 3: "Dr. 
Hazleton of the Communications Department ... " 
Mr. Taylor moved to approve the Minutes of June 10, 1987 (Second, Wagner). 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that senators had received in their packets a proposeq 
"University Smoking Policy". Senators were invited to forward comments on 
this policy to Vice President Charles E. Morris. It was not the job of the 
Senate to approve or disapprove this policy. 
Mr. Klass asked why the Senate did not approve this policy. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the Academic Senate had not created this policy in 
the first place, so the powers that created the policy in the first place 
were not in the process of changing it. 
Mr. Strand added that this was true, and that the Office of Administrative 
Services was soliciting input from the members of the Academic Senate and 
other University constituencies. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that another item in the packet was the Committee Report 
on English Language Oral Proficiency. This was included for Senator's 
information. A Sense of the Senate Resolution regarding this matter was 
at each Senator's place. 
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Mr. David Strand indicated that the members of the Board of Regents' Academic 
Affairs Committee as well as the full board meeting indicated their pleasure 
with the efforts of the committee for a very substantive piece of work and 
for being sensitive handling of some delicate issues. He felt the committee 
had done its work in a very diligent and commendable fashion. The University 
was now in the process of implementing the procedures indicated in the report, 
because the mandate was that it be in place by the start of the fall semester 
1987. There are a number of steps-being taken to implement the procedures in 
the report. 
Mr. Klass asked why this was not presented to the Academic Senate. 
Mr. Strand stated that this item had come to the attention of the University 
community as a matter which needed response during the spring semester. 
The Senate was asked to elect faculty and student representatives to the 
Committee. Those representatives served as faculty and student voices on 
the committee. It was pointed out at that time that the report would not 
come back through the Senate for approval or review. Timewise there was 
not an opportunity to come back through the Senate. There are certain types 
of procedures that do not come before the Senate, and while we may argue the 
merits of that, thi,s was not viewed as a controversial item at the time of the 
election of the committee. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that the Executive Committee had discussed this matter. 
The time factor was important. Two senators: Kevin Semlow and Marc Feaster, 
also members of the Executive Committee, were elected to serve on the Committee, 
so we did have input on it. 
Mr. Klass said that his concern was in advertising for positions, and having 
a statement in our advertisements that would make the University look silly. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that questions could be directed to Provost Strand later in 
the meeting. 
Mr. White asked about "Appendix CIt -- what does the phrase "choice of vocabulary 
items" mean? If the problem of intelligibility has to do with the c hoice of 
vocabulary items, it seemed to him that half of his lectures would be a problem 
to his students. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Breuer stressed his support for the Sense of the Senate Resolution drafter 
by the Chair. He felt the Oral English Language Proficiency Committee had 
done a very good job on the report. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron had no remarks. 
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Administrators' Remarks 
Mr. Watkins read a statement that would appear in the University Report on 
Friday, July 17th. 
Despite the efforts of many of us on the campuses of the Colleges and Uni-
versities of Illinois, strategies for securing the passage of a revenue 
enhancement package failed. Proposals for increasing state revenues 
probably will be offered again during the autumn veto session, where unfor-
tunately they will require a three-fifths majority for passage. 
As I noted in previous "President's Corner" reports, without the passage of 
a tax increase, we cannot offer salary increases for the fall of 1987. 
Further, it appears certain that the operating budgets of the state univer-
sities will be smaller than they were last year. Across the state campus 
officers are engaged in formulating plans for copinq with reductions in 
operating budgets. This is true at ISU. 
Meanwhile we await Governor Thompson's specific decisions on our budgets. 
I have written to him, reminding him that the higher education community 
worked hard to help him realize his goal of a tax increase. I expect the 
budget situation as well as tuition levels will be discussed at length 
during the Board of Regents' meeting at Northern Illinois University next week. 
I will keep you apprised of pertinent developments in future "President's 
Corner" features and other communiques as the need arises. 
Provost David Strand stated that he had asked the Deans and other individuals 
in the Provost's area to begin the process of preparing budget reduction 
recommendations should they need to be implemented. The reason for this 
strategy is that sometimes the University is called on to respond within 
an hour or two concerning complex budget recommendations . He wanted the 
Senate to be assured that they hoped negative consequences could be avoided, 
but that it was prudent at this time to be pre!,ared for budgetary cuts. 
Mr. Schmaltz spoke concerning the renort of the committee on Oral English 
Proficiency. The situation was that the State of Illinois passed legisla-
tion that the University had to have a procedure to ensure Oral English 
Proficiency within the instructional faculty. The Governor vetoed the 
legislation, but the legislature overruled the veto. The University was 
faced with the situation where they had to have a policy in !'lace by the 
start of the fall semester. The matter had been discussed in JUAC, with 
members of Sangamon State University and Northern Illinois University, and 
then our own Executive Committee. Members of the committee had been chosen 
carefully, and the Senate did have input on electing members. One student 
regent was concerned with the question: "Do you teach effectively?" 
He felt that ISU's committee had dealt professionally and responsibly with 
their task. 
Mr. Morreau asked why this matter was corning up for discussion at this time. 
Was it on the agenda? The answer was: no. Mr. Klass suggested it be 
considered under Communications. 
XVIII-88 
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Mr. Shulman asked Provost Strand if there were any guidelines for possible 
budget reductions by the Deans. 
Mr. Strand said they had discussed the subtleties of the process. Each Dean 
was to develop two possible scenarios for typical percentage reductions. 
While each would engage in a typical percentage reduction process, they would 
not make across the board cuts. 
Mr. Shulman stated that a few years ago when this type of situation happened, 
and Deans were asked to make 50% and 25% reductions, many people develo:r,>ed 
ulcers over the process. 
Mr. Gamsky had an excused absence. 
Mr. Harden had no remarks. 
ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Proposal for Deletion of Master of Science in Instructional Media 
Ms. Mills for the Academic Affairs Committee moved approval of the Proposal for 
Deletion of the Master of Science in Instructional Media (Second, Ken Strand) . 
She stated that the Academic Affairs Committee had approved this proposal for 
deletion with a few minor changes in the proposal. The decisions of the 
department were based upon their experience with lack of demand for the program, and 
changes in certification requirements that generated their request. They assured us 
that the small number of students enrolled in the program would have the opportunity 
to finish or to change to another course. 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
2. Approval of Civil Service Council Election of Leon Toepke to JUAC 
Mr. Shulman moved to ratify the election by the Civil Service Council of Leon 
Toepke for a three-year appointment to the Joint University Advisory Committee. 
(Second, Taylor). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
3. Approval of January-June, 1988 Academic Senate Meeting Calendar 
Ms. Newby moved approval of the January-June ,. 1988 Academic Senate Meeting Ca,lendar. 
(Second, DeLong). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
NO INFORMATION ITEMS 
XVIII-91 
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COMMUNICATIONS 
Mr. Schmaltz relinquished the Chair to Vice Chairperson Breuer. 
Mr. Schmaltz moved a Sense of the Senate Resolution: 
WHEREAS in response to recent legisl~tion and Board of Regent's directives, 
Illinois State University was required to possess an appropriate level of 
oral English language profi~iency, 
AND WHEREAS a committee composed of faculty, administrators, and students was 
convened by Provost David Strand to examine the ' issues involved and to make 
recommendations which were approved by the Board of Regents at its June 19, 
1987 meeting, 
Be it hereby resolved that the Academic Senate acknowledges the significant 
contributions made by the Oral English Language Proficiency Committee and 
thanks the chairperson, Dr. Elizabeth Chapman, and all members for the expe-
ditious and professional manner in which the Committee fulfilled its difficult 
and complex assiqnment. (Second, Meiron) 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the resolution was meant as an expression of ap~reciation 
to the committee for the commendable job they had done. 
Mr. White ' asked about Appendix C, the definition of oral English language pro-
ficiency seemed vague to him. The end of the first paragraph reads: "From 
the perspective of pedagogy, the communicative ability of a teacher includes 
an understanding of cultural expectations of students and teachers regarding 
their interaction and relationship in and out of the classroom." On the first 
page under Background Definitions and Context, end of first paragraph: "Neverthe-
less, in the spirit of the legislation and given the complexities of assessing 
the total communicative effectiveness of a speaker, it would be advisable to 
refer to the general concept of 'oral English language proficiency' rather than 
total communicative effectiveness in the evaluation process, although any effec-
tive assistance program, if necessary, should include remediation of other 
aspects of communication mentioned above." This seemed like the document 
contradicted itself. 
Mr. Zeidenstein wholeheartedly agreed with Mr. White. He felt that the report 
was not only vague, but downright dangerous. Concerning the "cultural expecta-
tions" was ambiguous, dangerous, and irrelevant. He was two generations removed 
from his freshmen students. 
Mr. Strand had spoken to Senator Feaster and Dean Koshel to verify the origin 
of the definition in Appendix C. It had been drafted by a subcommittee of the 
full committee, the effort primarily coordinated by Irene Brosnahan who has 
expertise in this area. He requested that members of the Senate who had 
questions or comments concerning the report submit them to the Provost office. 
The must be implemented by next month. 
Mr. Zeidenstein asked about the deadline of "next month"? Mr. Strand said the 
new guidelines must take effect by the start of the fall semester. The document 
could not be retroactive as to hiring, but beginning this fall, procedures would 
be implemented to govern future hiring practices . 
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Mr. Zeidenstein thought this was a multi-faceted document. To what extent 
does Appendix C come into effect when the document is implemented? 
Mr. Strand answered that Appendix C was a part of the whole document that had 
been submitted to the Board of Regents. It is part of the package that was 
approved by the Board of Regents. It will not come into play until the start 
of the fall semester when the document itself comes into effect. 
Mr. Klass clearly stated his opposition to the requirement for position announce-
ments. He had seen an advertisement for a faculty position in the Coast Guard 
Academy that contained twelve paragraphs of bureaucratic regulations . He stated 
that the one thing that it told him was that he would not want to teach there 
because it was too bureaucratic. More recently, he found in our own faculty 
handbook requirements that he must include on his syllabus a statement that 
cheating is bad and that attendance is required and information pertaining to 
grading procedures. He objected to the bureaucratization. When we include 
statements in the position announcement, it advertises to the whold world both 
the xenophobia of the State of Illinois and the bureaucracy of the University. 
He thought the requirement should be changed as soon as possible in order to do 
as little harm as possible. 
Mr. White was confused by the statement. Senator Klass stated he was on Page 2, 
#1, "Requirements and Procedures for the Initial Hiring and Evaluation of Faculty 
Members." 
Mr. White asked if this condition would require each department to include such 
a statement in their position advertisements. Mr. Strand said that part of 
what is found in this requirement is from the Board of Regents umbrella policy 
pertaining to oral English proficiency. The requirement would require a notice 
at the time announcement of the position is made similar to Affirmative Action 
notices included in such position announcements. It was also felt that as 
part of the process, such an expectation should be made known at the beginning 
of the hiring process, rather than midway through it. 
Mr, Klass thought this was inconsistent with affirmative action statements because 
it was designed to discourage people from applying. He did not see that it would 
encourage people to apply, especially foreigners. He thought it ran counter to 
the affirmative action statements. He did not see that we were compelled to place 
this statement in our position announcements. 
Mr. Watkins said that this policy had been adopted by the Board of Regents 
which was the governing body for this University. The points regarding 
professors from other nations were of great concern to the committee and all 
of us, Nonetheles·s, there we are. We have the legislation and the Board 
of Re.gents guidelines to adhere to . The movement originated with students 
at state Universities in Illinois. Senator Welch was very influential in 
passing this legislation. The Board of Regents responded to this legislation. 
They had no choice but to do that. In their response ,one of the elements was 
that there has- to be an up-front notice of the necessity for proficiency in Oral 
English language , Our committee did not designate any punishment, as some 
wQuld have preferred, including the student regent from Northern Illinois Uni-
versity , Mr, Strand added that the same concerns had been brought up by three 
people o n the committee who were not born in the United States. 
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Mr. Shulman said that assuming it was a Board of Regent's policy, it should 
be included in the position announcement. It would be grossly unfair to a 
person to go through the long hiring process, only to find that he could not 
be hired. He cited an example of when he was hired at ISU. He accepted the 
position, quit his job, sold his home and moved his family, and when he arrived 
at ISU was required to sign a statement that he supported the constitution of 
the State of Illinois. This was not long after the McCarthy era, and it was 
irritating to be required to do this. 
Mr. O'Rourke agreed with ~enator Klass about including this statement in the 
position announcement. However, he was in favor of English proficiency in 
the classroom. He wondered how the new immigration policies would be implemented. 
Mr. Strand stated that the immigration requirements were a federal law and would 
be expected of everyone employed anywhere in the United States. 
Mr. Watkins said that the debate had taken place in the General Assembly, the 
Governor initially over-ruled the legislation, but the General Assembly resoundly 
over-rode his veto. Since it was a law in the State of Illinois, the Board of 
Regents was attempting to comply. If other mandates are passed, we will have to 
comply with them. This was the Board's response to the legislation that was passed. 
Mr. Breuer suggested the discussion be brought back in line with the sense of the 
senate resolution. 
Mr. Klass objected to the fact that this was a Catch 22. It was defended first 
by the fact that there was broad representation on the campus with faculty and 
students contributing to the decisions; then we are told that there was never 
any choice in the matter to begin with. It seems grossly inconsistent to make 
those two points -- one that we had faculty independently deciding this, and the 
other that we had no choice in the matter. He thought we had a choice to take 
this back to the Board and raise objections to their policy. If you can lobby 
the legislature over tax increases, you can lobby the Board. 
Mr. White expressed his concern about the definition in Appendix C, Item 4: 
"Overall comprehensibility - Generally comprehensible with some errors in 
pronunciation, grammar, choice of vocabulary items, or with pauses or 
occasional rephrasing." He felt that this particular part should be 
absolutely clear. 
Ms. Mills interpreted this as meaning that students should be generally able 
to comprehend what the professor is saying, but you recognize that the professor 
may use some errors in pronunciation or at times choose the wrong word or grammar. 
That is not sufficient evidence to say that the instructor is incoIllprehensible, 
Mr. White was concerned that this particular requirement should be absolutely clear. 
Choice of vocabulary items would be very restrictive. 
Ms. Mills said that the wording would protect flexibility. 
would be air-tight and limit flexibility. 
A precise definition 
Ms. Roof stated that flexibility could become a problem in regard to the phrase 
concerning choice of vocabulary items. She often chose vocabulary items that 
were incomprehensible to the .students on purpose to enlarge their vocabularies. 
This requirement would bring the freedom to do that into question. 
Mr. Feaster stated that the definitions were taken from a Federal Foreign Service 
test giv en to determine the minimum level of competence in English language 
profic iency. 
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) Mr. Schmaltz said that since the Senate did not wish to debate the merits of 
the sense of the senate resolution, but chose to debate the merits of the 
actual report, and given the negative feelings, he would withdraw his sense 
) 
of the senate resolution. Mr. Meiron, as seconder, agreed. Motion withdrawn. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - no report. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - no report. 
Budget Committee - Mr. DeLong announced a brief committee meeting following Senate. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr. O'Rourke called a brief meeting following Senate. 
Rules Committee - Mr. Belknap reported that the Rules Committee had met on 
June 22, 1987. One of the items that they deliberated was to define the phrase 
"regular appointment" which appeared on the Procedures for Selecting a Dean for 
the College of Education. The Rules Committee interpreted the phrase, "regular 
appointment" to mean regular faculty appointments at ISU -- those faculty members 
who are on tenure and probationary tenure appointments. That interpretation was 
passed on to the Provost. Another item concerned six faculty members who were 
serving on two committees, which was an infringement of Article II. 2. 14. of the 
Senate Bylaws. The third point was a replacement for CAST on the Council of 
University studies. The Rules Committee will be meeting the first or second 
week of classes. 
Student Affairs Committee - no report. 
XVIII-92 Mr. Klass moved to adjourn (Second Zeidensteinl. Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned at 9:20 p.m. 
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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
July 15, 1987 Volume XVIII, No. 16 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 8:04 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
Secretary Roof called the roll, and declared a quorum present. 
Minutes of June 10, 1987 
Mr. Watkins had corrections under Administrators' Remarks on Page 2, 
First paragraph, last two sentences: "The group making the best effort to 
support tax increases was higher education. He had never seen more uncertainty." 
Ms. Mills felt that some words were missing at the bottom of Page 3: "Dr. 
Hazleton of the Communications Department ... " 
Mr. Taylor moved to approve the Minutes of June 10, 1987 (Second, Wagner). 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that senators had received in their packets a proposed 
"University Smoking Policy". Senators were invited to forward comments on 
this policy to Vice President Charles E. Morris. It was not the job of the 
Senate to approve or disapprove this policy. 
Mr. Klass asked why the Senate did not approve this policy. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the Academic Senate had not created this policy in 
the first place, so the powers that created the policy in the first place 
were not in the process of changing it. 
Mr. Strand ' added that this was true, and that the Office of Administrative 
Services was soliciting input from the members of the Academic Senate and 
other University constituencies. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that another item in the packet was the Committee Report 
on English Language Oral Proficiency. This was included for Senator's 
information. A Sense of the Senate Resolution regarding this matter was 
at each Senator's place. 
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Mr. David Strand indicated that the members of the Board of Regents' Academic 
Affairs Committee as well as the full board meeting indicated their pleasure 
with the efforts of the committee for a very substantive piece of work and 
for being sensitive handling of some delicate issues. He felt the committee 
had done its work in a very diligent and commendable fashion. The University 
was now in the process of implementing the procedures indicated in the report, 
because the mandate was that it be in place by the start of the fall semester 
1987. There are a number of steps- being taken to implement the procedures in 
the report. 
Mr. Klass asked why this was not presented to the Academic Senate. 
Mr. Strand stated that this item had come to the attention of the University 
community as a matter which needed res~onse during the spring semester. 
The Senate was asked to elect faculty and student representatives to the 
Committee. Those representatives served as faculty and student voices on 
the committee. It was pointed out at that time that the report would not 
come back through the Senate for approval or review. Timewise there was 
not an opportunity to come back through the Senate. There are certain types 
of procedures that do not come before the Senate, and while we may argue the 
merits of that, this was not viewed as a controversial item at the time of the 
election of the committee. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that the Executive Committee had discussed this matter. 
The time factor was imnortant. Two senators: Kevin Semlow and Marc Feaster, 
also members of the Executive Committee, were elected to serve on the Committee, 
so we did have input on it. 
Mr. Klass said that his concern was in advertising for positions, and having 
a statement in our advertisements that would make the University look silly. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that questions could be directed to Provost Strand later in 
the meeting. 
Mr. White asked about "Appendix COl -- what does the phrase "choice of vocabulary 
items" mean? If the problem of intelligibility has to do with the choice of 
vocabulary items, it seemed to him that half of his lectures would be a problem 
to his students. 
Vi c e Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Breuer stressed his support for the Sense of the Senate Resolution drafter 
by the Chair. He felt the Oral English Language Proficiency Committee had 
done a very good job on the report. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron had no remarks. 
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Administrators' Remarks 
Mr. Watkins read a statement that would appear in the University Report on 
Friday, July 17th. 
Despite the efforts of many of us on the campuses of the Colleges and Uni-
versities of Illinois, strategies for securing the passage of a revenue 
enhancement package failed. Proposals for increasing state revenues 
probably will be offered again during the autumn veto session, where unfor-
tunately they will require a three-fifths majority for passage. 
As I noted in previous "President's Corner" reports, without the passage of 
a tax increase, we cannot offer salary increases for the fall of 1987. 
Further, it appears certain that the operating budgets of the state univer-
sities will be smaller than they were last year. Across the state campus 
officers are engaged in formulating plans for coping with reductions in 
operating budgets. This is true at ISU . 
Meanwhile we await Governor Thompson's specific decisions on our budgets. 
I have written to him, reminding him that the higher education community 
worked hard to help him realize his goal of a tax increase. I expect the 
budget situation as well as tuition levels will be discussed at length 
during the Board of Regents' meeting at Northern Illinois University next week . 
I will keep you apprised of pertinent developments in future "President's 
Corner" features and other communiques as the need arises. 
Provost David Strand stated that he had asked the Deans and other individuals 
in the Provost's area to begin the process of preparing budget reduction 
recommendations should they need to be implemented. The reason for this 
strategy is that sometimes the University is called on to respond within 
an hour or two concerning complex budget recommendations . He wanted the 
Senate to be assured that they hoped negative consequences could be avoided, 
but that it was prudent at this time to be pre~ared for budgetary cuts. 
Mr. Schmaltz spoke concerning the renort of the committee on Oral English 
Proficiency. The situation was that the State of Illinois passed legisla-
tion that the University had to have a procedure to ensure Oral English 
Proficiency within the instructional faculty. The Governor vetoed the 
legislation, but the legislature overruled the veto. The University was 
faced with the situation where they had to have a policy in ~lace by the 
start of the fall semester. The matter had been discussed in JUAC, with 
members of Sangamon State University and Northern Illinois University, and 
then our own Executive Committee. Members of the committee had been chosen 
carefully, and the Senate did have input on electing members. One student 
regent was concerned with the question: "Do you teach effectively?" 
He felt that ISU's committee had dealt professionally and responsibly with 
their task. 
Mr. Morreau asked why this matter was corning up for discussion at this time. 
Was it on the agenda? The answer was: no. Mr. Klass suggested it be 
considered under Communications. 
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Mr. Shulman asked Provost Strand if - there were any guidelines for possible 
budget reductions by the Deans. 
Mr. Strand said they had discussed the subtleties of the process. Each Dean 
was to develop two possible scenarios for typical percentage reductions. 
While each would engage in a typical percentage reduction process, they would 
not make across the board cuts. 
Mr. Shulman stated that a few years ago when this type of situation happened, 
and Deans were asked to make 50% and 25% reductions, many people developed 
ulcers over the process. 
Mr. Gamsky had an excused absence. 
Mr. Harden had no remarks. 
ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Proposal for Deletion of Master of Science in Instructional Media 
Ms. Mills for the Academic Affairs Committee moved approval of the Proposal for 
Deletion of the Master of Science in Instructional Media (Second, Ken Strand) . 
She stated that the Academic Affairs Committee had approved this proposal for 
deletion with a few minor changes in the proposal. The decisions of the 
department were based upon their experience with lack of demand for the program, and 
changes in certification requirements that generated their request. They assured us 
that the small number of students enrolled in the program would have the opportunity 
to finish or to change to another course. 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
2. Approval of Civil Service Council Election of Leon Toepke to JUAC 
Mr. Shulman moved to ratify the election by the Civil Service Council of Leon 
Toepke for a three-year appointment to the Joint University Advisory Committee. 
(Second, Taylor). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
3. Approval of January-June, 1988 Academic Senate Meeting Calendar 
Ms. Newby moved approval of the January-June,_ 1988 Academic Senate Meeting C~lendar. 
(Second, DeLong). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
NO INFORMATION ITEMS 
XVIII-91 
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COMMUNICATIONS 
Mr. Schmaltz relinquished the Chair to Vice Chairperson Breuer. 
Mr. Schmaltz moved a Sense of the Senate Resolution: 
WHEREAS in response to recent legisl~tion and Board of Regent's directives, 
Illinois State University was required to possess an appropriate level of 
oral English language profi~iency, 
AND WHEREAS a committee composed of faculty, administrators, and students was 
convened by Provost David Strand to examine the issues involved and to make 
recommendations which were approved by the Board of Regents at its June 19, 
1987 meeting, 
Be it hereby resolved that the Academic Senate acknowledges the significant 
contributions made by the Oral English Language Proficiency Committee and 
thanks the chairperson, Dr. Elizabeth Chapman, and all members for the expe-
ditious and professional manner in which the Committee fulfilled its difficult 
and complex assignment. (Second, Meiron) 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the resolution was meant as an expression of ap~reciation 
to the committee for the commendable job they had done. 
Mr . White asked about Appendix C, the definition of oral English language pro-
ficiency seemed vague to him. The end of the first paragraph reads: "From 
the perspective of pedagogy, the communicative ability of a teacher includes 
an understanding of cultural expectations of students and teachers regarding 
their interaction and relationship in and out of the classroom." On the first 
page under Background Definitions and Context, end of first paragraph: "Neverthe-
less, in the spirit of the legislation and given the complexities of assessing 
the total communicative effectiveness of a speaker, it would be advisable to 
refer to the general concept of 'oral English language proficiency' rather than 
total communicative effectiveness in the evaluation process, although any effec-
tive assistance program, if necessary, should include remediation of other 
aspects of communication mentioned above." This seemed like the document 
contradicted itself. 
Mr. Zeidenstein wholeheartedly agreed with Mr. White. He felt that the report 
was not only vague, but downright dangerous. Concerning the "cultural expecta-
tions" was "ambiguous, dangerous, and irrelevant. He was two generations removed 
from his freshmen students. 
Mr. Strand had spoken to Senator Feaster and Dean Koshel to verify the origin 
of the definition in Appendix C. It had been drafted by a subcommittee of the 
full committee, the effort primarily coordinated by Irene Brosnahan who has 
expertise in this area. He requested that members of the Senate who had 
questions or comments concerning the report submit them to the Provost office. 
The must be implemented by next month. 
Mr. Zeidenstein asked about the deadline of "next month"? Mr. Strand said the 
new guidelines must take effect by the start of the fall semester. The document 
could not be retroactive as to hiring, but beginning this fall, procedures would 
be implemented to govern future hiring practices. 
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Mr. Zeidenstein thought this was a multi-faceted document. To what extent 
does Appendix C come into effect when the document is implemented? 
Mr. Strand answered that Appendix C was a part of the whole document that had 
been submitted to the Board of Regents. It is part of the package that was 
approved by the Board of Regents. It will not come into play until the start 
of the fall semester when the document itself comes into effect. 
Mr. Klass clearly stated his opposition to the requirement for position announce-
ments. He had seen an advertisement for a faculty position in the Coast Guard 
Academy that contained twelve paragraphs of bureaucratic regulations. He stated 
that the one thing that it told him was that he would not want to teach there 
because it was too bureaucratic. More recently, he found in our own faculty 
handbook requirements that he must include on his syllabus a statement that 
cheating is bad and that attendance is required and information pertaining to 
grading procedures. He objected to the bureaucratization. When we include 
statements in the position announcement, it advertises to the whold world both 
the xenophobia of the State of Illinois and the bureaucracy of the University. 
He thought the requirement should be changed as soon as possible in order to do 
as little harm as possible. 
Mr. White was confused by the statement. Senator Klass stated he was on Page 2, 
#1, "Requirements and Procedures for the Initial Hiring and Evaluation of Faculty 
Members." 
Mr. White asked if this condition would require each department to include such 
a statement in their position advertisements. Mr. Strand said that part of 
what is found in this requirement is from the Board of Regents umbrella policy 
pertaining to oral English proficiency. The requirement would require a notice 
at the time announcement of the position is made similar to Affirmative Action 
notices included in such position announcements. It was also felt that as 
part of the process, such an expectation should be made known at the beginning 
of the hiring process, rather than midway through it. 
Mr, Klass thought this was inconsistent with affirmative action statements because 
it was designed to discourage people from applying. He did not see that it would 
encourage people to apply, especially foreigners. He thought it ran counter to 
the affirmative action statements. He did not see that we were compelled to place 
this statement in our position announcements . 
Mr. Watkins said that this policy had been adopted by the Board of Regents 
which was the governing body for this University. The points regarding 
professors from other nations were of great concern to the committee and all 
of us, Nonetheles-s, there we are. We have the legislation and the Board 
pf Re.gents guidelines- to adhere to. The movement originated with students 
at state Universities in Illinois. Senator Welch was very influential in 
passing this legislation. The Board of Regents responded to this legislation. 
They had no choice but to do that. In their response, one of the elements was 
that there has' to be an up-front notice of the necessity for proficiency in Oral 
English language , Our committee did not designate any punishment, as some 
wQuld h~ve preferred, including the student regent from Northern Illinois Uni-
versity , Mr, Stra nd added that the same concerns had been brought up by three 
people o n the committee who were not born in the United States. 
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Mr. Shulman said that assuming it was a Board of Regent's policy, it should 
be included in the position announcement. It would be grossly unfair to a 
person to go through the long hiring process, only to find that he could not 
be hired. He cited an example of when he was hired at ISU. He accepted the 
position, quit his job, sold his home and moved his family, and when he arrived 
at ISU was required to sign a statement that he supported the constitution of 
the State of Illinois. This was not long after the McCarthy era, and it was 
irritating to be required to do this . 
Mr . O'Rourke agreed with Senator Klass about including this statement in the 
position announcement. However, he was in favor of English proficiency in 
the classroom. He wondered how the new immigration policies would be implemented. 
Mr. Strand stated that the immigration requirements were a federal law and would 
be expected of everyone employed anywhere in the United States. 
Mr. Watkins said that the debate had taken place in the General Assembly, the 
Governor initially over-ruled the legislation, but the General Assembly resoundly 
over-rode his veto. Since it was a law in the State of Illinois, the Board of 
Regents was attempting to comply. If other mandates are passed, we will have to 
c omply with them. This was the Board's response to the legislation that was passed . 
Mr. Breuer suggested the discussion be brought back in line with the sense of the 
senate resolution. 
Mr . Klass objected to the fact that this was a Catch 22. It was defended first 
by the fact that there was broad representation on the campus with faculty and 
students contributing to the decisions; then we are told that there was never 
any choice in the matter to begin with. It seems grossly inconsistent to make 
those two points -- one that we had faculty independently deciding this, and the 
other that we had no choice in the matter. He thought we had a choice to take 
this back to the Board and raise objections to their policy. If you can lobby 
the legislature over tax increases, you can lobby the Board. 
Mr. White expressed his concern about the definition in Appendix C, Item 4 : 
"Overall comprehensibility - Generally comprehensible with some errors in 
pronunciation, grammar, choice of vocabulary items, or with pauses or 
occasional rephrasing." He felt that this particular part should be 
absolutely clear. 
Ms. Mills interpreted this as meaning that students should be generally able 
to c omprehend what the professor is say ing, but you recogni z e t hat the p rofessor 
may use some errors in pronunciation o r at times choose the wro ng word or grammar . 
That is not sufficient evidence to say that the instructor is i nc omprehensible , 
Mr . White was concerned that this particular requirement should be absolutely clear . 
Choice of vocabulary items would be very restrictive . 
Ms. Mills said t hat the wording wou l d pro tec t flexibi l i t y. 
would be air-tight and limit flexibility. 
A p recise definit ion 
Ms. Roof stated that flexibility c ould become a problem in regard t o the phrase 
c oncerning choice of vocabulary items. She oft en chose vocabulary items that 
were i ncomprehensible to the students on purpose to e n large their vo c abularies. 
This requ irement would bring the f r eedom to do t ha t into question. 
Mr. Fea ster s t ated tha t t he d e finitions were t a ke n from a Fede r a l Fore ign Servic e 
test given to determine the minimum level of competence in English language 
proficiency. 
) 
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Mr. Schmaltz said that since the Senate did not wish to debate the merits of 
the sense of the senate resolution, but chose to debate the merits of the 
actual report, and given the negative feelings, he would withdraw his sense 
of the senate resolution. Mr. Meiron, as seconder, agreed. Motion withdrawn. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - no report. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - no report. 
Budget Committee - Mr. DeLong announced a brief committee meeting followi ng Senate. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr . O'Rourke called a brief meeting following Senate. 
Rules Committee - Mr. Belknap reported that the Rules Committee had met on 
June 22, 1987. One of the items that they deliberated was to define the phrase 
"regular appointment" which appeared on the Procedures for Selecting a Dean for 
the College of Education. The Rules Committee interpreted the phrase, "regular 
appointment" to mean regular faculty appointments at ISU -- those faculty members 
who are on tenure and probationary tenure appointments. That interpretation was 
passed on to the Provost. Another item concerned six faculty members who were 
serving on two committees, which was an infringement of Article II. 2. 14. of the 
Senate Bylaws. The third point was a replacement for CAST on the Council of 
University studies. The Rules Committee will be meeting the first or second 
week of classes . 
Student Affairs Committee - no report . 
XVIII-92 Mr. Klass moved to adjourn (Second Zeidensteinl. Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned at 9:20p.m. 
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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
July 15, 1987 Volume XVIII, No . 16 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 8:04 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
Secretary Roof called the roll, and declared a quorum present. 
Minutes of June 10, 1987 
Mr. Watkins had corrections under Administrators' Remarks on Page 2, 
First paragraph, last two sentences: "The group making the best effort to 
support tax increases was higher education. He had never seen more uncertainty." 
Ms, Mills felt that some words were missing at the bottom of Page 3: "Dr. 
Hazleton of the Communications Department ... " 
Mr. Taylor moved to approve the Minutes of June 10, 1987 (Second, Wagner). 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that senators had received in their packets a proposed 
"University Smoking Policy", Senators were invited to forward comments on 
this policy to Vice President Charles E. Morris. It was not the job of the 
Senate to approve or disapprove this policy. 
Mr. Klass asked why the Senate did not approve this policy. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the Academic Senate had not created this policy in 
the first place, so the powers that created the policy in the first place 
were not in the process of changing it. 
Mr. Strand added that this was true, and that the Office of Administrative 
Services was soliciting input from the members of the Academic Senate and 
other University constituencies. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that another item in the packet was the Committee Report 
on English Language Oral Proficiency. This was included for Senator's 
information. A Sense of the Senate Resolution regarding this matter was 
at each Senator's place. 
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Mr. David Strand indicated that the members of the Board of Regents' Academic 
Affairs Committee as well as the full board meeting indicated their pleasure 
with the efforts of the committee for a very substantive piece of work and 
for being sensitive handling of some delicate issues. He felt the committee 
had done its work in a very diligent and commendable fashion. The University 
was now in the process of implementing the procedures indicated in the report, 
because the mandate was that it be in place by the start of the fall semester 
1987. There are a number of steps- being taken to implement the procedures in 
the report. 
Mr. Klass asked why this was not presented to the Academic Senate. 
Mr . Strand stated that this item had corne to the attention of the University 
c ommunity as a matter which needed response during the spring semester . 
The Senate was asked to elect faculty and student representatives to the 
Committee. Those representatives served as faculty and student voices on 
the c ommittee . It was pointed out at that time that the report would not 
corne back through the Senate for approval or review. Timewise there was 
not an opportunity to corne back through the Senate. There are certain types 
of procedures that do not corne before the Senate, and while we may argue the 
merits of that, this was not viewed as a controversial item at the time of the 
election of the committee. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that the Executive Committee had discussed this matter. 
The time factor was imnortant. Two senators: Kevin Semlow and Marc Feaster, 
also members of the Executive Committee, were elected to serve on the Committee, 
so we did have input on it. 
Mr . Klass said that his concern was in advertising for positions, and having 
a statement in our advertisements that would make the University look silly. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that questions could be directed to Provost Strand later in 
the meeting. 
Mr. White asked about "Appendix C" -- what does the phrase "choice of vocabulary 
items" mean? If the problem of intelligibility has to d o with the choice of 
vocabulary items, it seemed to him that half of his lec tures would be a problem 
to his students. 
Vi c e Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr . Breuer stressed his support f o r the Sense of the Senate Resol ution drafter 
by the Chair. He felt the Oral English Language Proficiency Committee had 
done a very good job on the report. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron had no remarks. 
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Administrators' Remarks 
Mr. Watkins read a statement that would appear in the University Report on 
Friday, July 17th. 
Despite the efforts of many of us on the campuses of the Colleges and Uni-
versities of Illinois, strategies for securing the passage of a revenue 
enhancement package failed. Proposals for increasing state revenues 
probably will be offered again during the autumn veto session, where unfor-
tunately they will require a three-fifths majority for passage. 
As I noted in previous "President's Corner" reports, without the passage of 
a tax increase, we cannot offer salary increases for the fall of 1987. 
Further, it appears certain that the operating budgets of the state univer-
sities will be smaller than they were last year. Across the state campus 
officers are engaged in formulating plans for coping with reductions in 
operating budgets. This is true at ISU. 
Meanwhile we await Governor Thompson's specific decisions on our budgets. 
I have written to him, reminding him that the higher education community 
worked hard to help him realize his goal of a tax increase. I expect the 
budget situation as well as tuition levels will be discussed at length 
during the Board of Regents' meeting at Northern Il-linois University next week. 
I will keep you apprised of pertinent developments in future "President's 
Corner" features and other communiques as the need arises. 
Provost David Strand stated that he had asked the Deans and other individuals 
in the Provost's area to begin the process of preparing budget reduction 
recommendations should they need to be implemented. The reason for this 
strategy is that sometimes the University is called on to respond within 
an hour or two concerning complex budget recommendations . He wanted the 
Senate to be assured that they hoped negative consequences could be avoided, 
but that it was prudent at this time to be pre~ared for budgetary cuts. 
Mr. Schmaltz spoke concerning the renort of the committee on Oral English 
Proficiency. The situation was that the State of Illinois passed legisla-
tion that the University had to have a procedure to ensure Ora l English 
Proficiency within the instructional faculty. The Governor vetoed the 
legislation, but the legislature overruled the veto. The University was 
faced with the situation where they had to have a policy in ~lace by the 
start of the fall semester. The matter had been discussed in JUAC, with 
members of Sangamon State University and Northern Illinois University, and 
then our own Executive Committee. Members of the committee had been chosen 
carefully, and the Senate did have input on electing members . One student 
regent was concerned with the question: "Do you teach effectively?" 
He felt that ISU's committee had dealt professionally and responsibly with 
their task. 
Mr. Morreau asked why this matter was corning up for discussion at this time. 
Was it on the agenda? The answer was: no. Mr. Klass suggested it be 
considered under Communications. 
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Mr. Shulman asked Provost Strand if there were any guidelines for possible 
budget reductions by the Deans. 
Mr. Strand said they had discussed the subtleties of the process. Each Dean 
was to develop two possible scenarios for typical percentage reductions. 
While each would engage in a typical percentage reduction process, they would 
not make across the board cuts . 
Mr. Shulman stated that a few years ago when this type of situation happened, 
and Deans were asked to make 50% and 25% reductions, many people developed 
ulcers over the process. 
Mr. Gamsky had an excused absence. 
Mr. Harden had no remarks. 
ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Proposal for Deletion of Master of Science in Instructional Media 
Ms. Mills for the Academic Affairs Committee moved approval of the Proposal for 
Deletion of the Master of Science in Instructional Media (Second, Ken Strand) . 
She stated that the Academic Affairs Committee had approved this proposal for 
deletion with a few minor changes in the proposal. The decisions of the 
department were based upon their experience with lack of demand for the program, and 
changes in certification requirements that generated their request. They assured us 
that the small number of students enrolled in the program would have the opportunity 
to finish or to change to another course. 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
2. Approval of Civil Service Council Election of Leon Toepke to JUAC 
Mr. Shulman moved to ratify the election by the Civil Service Council of Leon 
Toepke for a three-year appointment to the Joint University Advisory Committee. 
(Second, Taylor). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
3. Approval of January-June, 1988 Academic Senate Meeting Calendar 
Ms. Newby moved approval of the January-June,. 1988 Academic Senate Meeting C~lendar. 
(Second, DeLong). Motion carried on a voice vote . 
NO INFORMATION ITEMS 
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COMMUNICATIONS 
Mr. Schmaltz relinquished the Chair to Vice Chairperson Breuer. 
Mr. Schmaltz moved a Sense of the Senate Resolution: 
WHEREAS in response to recent legisl~tion and Board of Regent's directives, 
Illinois State University was required to possess an appropriate level of 
oral English language profi~iency, 
AND WHEREAS a committee composed of faculty, administrators, and students was 
convened by Provost David Strand to examine the issues involved and to make 
recommendations which were approved by the Board of Regents at its June 19, 
1987 meeting, 
Be it hereby resolved that the Academic Senate acknowledges the significant 
contributions made by the Oral English Language Proficiency Committee and 
thanks the chairperson, Dr. Elizabeth Chapman, and all members for the expe-
ditious and professional manner in which the Committee fulfilled its difficult 
and complex assiqnment. (Second, Meiron) 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the resolution was meant as an expression of appreciation 
to the committee for the commendable job they had done. 
Mr. White asked about Appendix C, the definition of oral English language pro-
ficiency seemed vague to him. The end of the first paragraph reads: "From 
the perspective of pedagogy, the communicative ability of a teacher includes 
an understanding of cultural expectations of students anrl teachers regarding 
their interaction and relationship in and out of the classroom." On the first 
page under Background Definitions and Context, end of first paragraph: "Neverthe-
less, in the spirit of the legislation and given the complexities of assessing 
the total communica.tive effectiveness of a speaker, it would be advisable to 
refer to the general concept of 'oral English language proficiency' rather than 
total communicative effectiveness in the evaluation process, although any effec-
tive assistance program, if necessary, should include remediation of other 
aspects of communication mentioned above." This seemed like the document 
contradicted itself. 
Mr. Zeidenstein wholeheartedly agreed with Mr. White. He felt that the report 
was not only vague, but downright dangerous. Concerning the "cultural expecta-
tions" was ambiguous, dangerous, and irrelevant. He was two generations removed 
from his freshmen students. 
Mr. Strand had spoken to Senator Feaster and Dean Koshel to verify the origin 
of the definition in Appendix C. It had been drafted by a subcommittee of the 
full committee, the effort primarily coordinated by Irene Brosnahan who has 
expertise in this area. He requested that members of the Senate who had 
questions or comments concerning the report submit them to the Provost office. 
The must be implemented by next month. 
Mr. Zeidenstein asked about the deadline of "next month"? Mr. Strand . said the 
new guidelines must take effect by the start of the fall semester. The document 
could not be retroactive as to hiring, but beginning this fall, procedures would 
be implemented to govern future hiring practices. 
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Mr. Zeidenstein thought this was a multi-faceted document. To what extent 
does Appendix C corne into effect when the document is implemented? 
Mr. Strand answered that Appendix C was a part of the whole document that had 
been submitted to the Board of Regents. It is part of the package that was 
approved by the Board of Regents. It will not corne into play until the start 
of the fall semester when the document itself comes into effect. 
Mr. Klass clearly stated his opposition to the requirement for position announce-
ments. He had seen an advertisement for a faculty position in the Coast Guard 
Academy that contained twelve paragraphs of bureaucratic regulations. He stated 
that the one thing that it told him was that he would not want to teach there 
because it was too bureaucratic. More recently, he found in our own faculty 
handbook requirements that he must include on his syllabus a statement that 
cheating is bad and that attendance is required and information pertaining to 
grading procedures. He objected to the bureaucratization. When we include 
s ·tatements in the position announcement, it advertises to the whold world both 
the xenophobia of the State of Illinois and the bureaucracy of the University. 
He thought the requirement should be changed as soon as possible in order to do 
as little harm as possible. 
Mr . White was confused by the statement. Senator Klass stated he was on Page 2, 
#1, "Requirements and Procedures for the Initial Hiring and Evaluation of Faculty 
Members." 
Mr. White asked if this condition would require each department to include such 
a statement in their position advertisements. Mr. Strand said that part of 
what is found in this requirement is from the Board of Regents umbrella policy 
pertaining to oral English proficiency. The requirement would require a notice 
at the time announcement of the position is made similar to Affirmative Action 
notices included in such position announcements. It was also felt that as 
part of the process, such an expectation should be made known at the beginning 
of the hiring process, rather than midway through it. 
Mr, Klass thought this was inconsistent with affirmative action statements because 
it was de~igned to discourage people from applying. He did not see that it would 
encourage people to apply, especially foreigners. He thought it ran counter to 
the affirmative action statements. He did not see that we were compelled to place 
this statement in our position announcements . 
Mr. Watkins said that this policy had been adopted by the Board of Regents 
which was the governing body for this University. The points regarding 
professors from other nations were of great concern t o the committee and all 
of us , Nonetheles·s, there we are. We have the legislation and the Board 
of Regents guidelines to adhere to. The movement originated with students 
at state Universities in Illinois. Senator Welch was very influential in 
passing this legislation . The Board of Regents responded to this legislation. 
They had no choice but to do that. In their response, one of the elements was 
that there has' to be an up-front notice of the necessity for proficiency in Oral 
English language , Our c ommittee did not designate any punishment, as some 
would h~ve preferred, including the student regent from Northern Illinois Uni-
versity, Mr, Stra nd added that the same c oncerns had been brought up by three 
people on t he commi t tee who were not born in the Uni ted States. 
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Mr. Shulman said that assuming it was a Board of Regent's policy, it should 
be included in the position announcement. It would be grossly unfair to a 
person to go through the long hiring process, only to find that he could not 
be hired. He cited an example of when he was hired at ISU. He accepted the 
position, quit his job, sold his home and moved his family, and when he arrived 
at ISU was required to sign a statement that he supported the constitution of 
the State of Illinois. This was not long after the McCarthy era, and it was 
irritating to be required to do this . 
Mr . O'Rourke agreed with ~enator Klass about including this statement i n the 
position announcement. However, he was in favor of English proficiency in 
the classroom. He wondered how the new immigration policies would be implemented . 
Mr . Strand stated that the immigration requirements were a federal law and would 
be expected of everyone employed anywhere in the United States. 
Mr . Watkins said that the debate had taken place in the General Assembly, the 
Governor initially over-ruled the legislation, but the Ge neral Assembly resoundly 
over-rode his veto. Since it was a law in the State of Illinois, the Board of 
Regents was attempting to comply. If other mandates are passed, we will have to 
comply with them. This was the Board's response to the legislation that was passed . 
Mr. Breuer suggested the discussion be brought back in line with the sense of the 
senate resolution . 
Mr . Klass objected to the fact that this was a Catch 22. It was defended first 
by the fact that there was broad representation on the campus with faculty and 
students contributing to the decisions; then we are told that there was never 
any choice in the matter to begin with. It seems grossly inconsistent to make 
those two points -- one · that we had faculty independently deciding this, and the 
other that we had no choice in the matter. He thought we had a choice to take 
this back to the Board and raise objections to their policy . If you c an lobby 
the legislature over tax increases, you can lobby the Board. 
Mr. White expressed his concern about the definition in Appendix C, Item 4 : 
"Overall comprehensibility - Generally comprehensible with some errors in 
pronunciation, grammar, choice of vocabulary items, or with pauses or 
occasional rephrasing." He felt that this particular part should be 
absolutely clear. 
Ms. Mills interpreted this as meaning that students should be generally able 
to c omprehend what the professor is say ing, but you recognize t hat the p rofessor 
may use some errors in pronunciation or at times choose the wrong word or g rammar. 
That is not sufficient evidence to say that the instructor i s i nc omprehensible , 
Mr . Whi te was concerned that this particular requirement should be absolutely clear . 
Choic e of vocabulary items would be very restri c tive. 
Ms . Mil ls said that the wording would p r o tec t f lexibil i t y. 
would be air-tight and limit flexibility . 
A p r e c i s e definit i o n 
Ms . Roof stated that flexibility c ould become a problem in regard t o the phrase 
concerning choice of voc abulary i tems . She o ften c hose vo cabu lary items that 
were i ncomprehensible t o t he studen ts on purpo se t o e nlarge t he i r vocabularies. 
Thi s requ i rement would br ing the fre e d om to do tha t into question. 
Mr. Fea ster sta ted tha t t he defini t i ons wer e take n f r om a Federal Foreign Se rvi c e 
test given to determine the minimum level of competence in English langua ge 
proficiency. 
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Mr. Schmaltz said that since the Senate did not wish to debate the merits of 
the sense of the senate resolution, but chose to debate the merits of the 
actual report, and given the negative feelings, he would withdraw his sense 
of the senate resolution. Mr. Meiron, as seconder, agreed. Motion withdrawn. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - no report. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - no report. 
Budget Committee - Mr. DeLong announced a brief committee meeting following Senate. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr . O'Rourke called a brief meeting following Senate. 
Rules Committee - Mr. Belknap reported that the Rules Committee had met on 
June 22, 1987. One of the items that they deliberated was to define the phrase 
"regular appointment" which appeared on the Procedures for Selecting a Dean for 
the College of Education. The Rules Committee interpreted the phrase, "regular 
appointment" to mean regular faculty appointments at ISU -- those faculty members 
who are on tenure and probationary tenure appointments. That interpretation was 
passed on to the Provost. Another item concerned six faculty members who were 
serving on two committees, which was an infringement of Article II. 2. 14. of the 
Senate Bylaws. The third point was a replacement for CAST on the Council of 
University studies. The Rules Committee will be meeting the first or second 
week of classes. 
Student Affairs Committee - no report. 
XVIII-92 Mr. Klass moved to adjourn (Second Zeidensteinl. Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned at 9:20p.m. 
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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
July 15, 1987 Volume XVIII, No. 16 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 8:04 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
Secretary Roof called the roll, and declared a quorum present. 
Minutes of June 10, 1987 
Mr, Watkins had corrections under Administrators' Remarks on Page 2, 
First paragraph, last two sentences: "The group making the best effort to 
support tax increases was higher education. He had never seen more uncertainty." 
11~, 11ills felt that some words were missing at the bottom of Page 3: "Dr. 
~zle~to.n of the Communications Department. .. " 
Mr. Taylor moved to approve the Minutes of June 10, 1987 (Second, Wagner). 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that senators had received in their packets a prqpo~eQ 
"University Smoking Policy", senators were invited to forwa,rd comments o n 
this policy to Vice President Charles E . Morris. It was not the job of the 
Senate to approve or disapprove this policy. 
Mr. Klass asked why the Senate did not approve this policy . 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the Academic Senate had not created this policy in 
the first place, so the powers that created the policy in the first place 
were not in the process of changing it. 
Mr. Strand added that this was true, and that the Office of Administrative 
Services was soliciting input from the members of the Academic Senate and 
other University constituencies. 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that another item in the packet was the Committee Report 
on English Language Oral Proficiency. This was included for Senator's 
information. A Sense of the senate Resolution regarding this matter was 
at each Senator's place. 
) 
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Mr. David Strand indicated that the members of the Board of Regents' Academic 
Affairs Committee as well as the full board meeting indicated their pleasure 
with the efforts of the committee for a very substant ive piece of work a nd 
for being Bensitive handling of some delicate issues. He felt the committee 
had done its wo rk in a very diligent a nd commendable fashion. The University 
was now in the process of implementing the procedures indicated in the report, 
because the mandate was that it be in place by the start of the fall semester 
1987. There are a number of steps being taken to imp lemen t the procedures in 
the report. 
Mr . Klass asked why this was not presented to the Academic Senate. 
Mr. Strand stated that this item had corne to the attention of the University 
community as a matter which needed response during t he spring semester. 
The Senate was asked to elect faculty and student representatives to the 
Committee. Those representatives served as fa culty and student voices on 
the committee. It was pointed out at that time that the report would not 
corne back through the Senate for approval or review. Timewise there was 
not an opportunity to corne back through the Senate. There are certain types 
of procedures that do not corne before the Senate, and while we may argue the 
merits of that, this was not viewed as a controversial item at the time of the 
election of the committee. 
Mr. Schmaltz said that the Executive Committee had discussed this matter. 
The time factor was important. Two senators: Kevin Semlow and Marc Feaster, 
also members of the Executive Committee, were elected to serve on the Committee, 
so we did have input on it. 
Mr. Klass said that his concern was in advertising for positions, and having 
a statement in our advertisements that would make the University look silly . 
Mr. Schmaltz said that questions could be directed to Provost Strand later in 
the meeting. 
Mr. White asked about "Appendix C" -- what does the phrase "choice of vocabulary 
items" mean? If the problem o f intelligibility has to do with the choice of 
vocabulary items, it seemed to him that half of his lectures would be a problem 
to his students. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Breuer stressed his support f or the Sense of the Senate Resolution drafter 
by the Chair. He felt the Oral English Language Proficiency Committee had 
done a very good job on the report. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron had no remarks. 
) 
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Administrators' Remarks 
Mr. Watkins read a statement that would appear in the University Report on 
Friday, ~July 17th. 
Despite the efforts of many of us on the campuses of the Colleges and Uni-
versities of Illinois, strategies for securing the passage of a revenue 
enhancement package failed. Proposals for increasing state revenues 
probably will be offered again during the autumn veto session, where unfor-
tunately they will require a three-fifths majority for passage. 
As I noted in previous "President's Corner" reports, without the passage of 
a tax increase, we cannot offer salary increases for the fall of 1987. 
Further, it appears certain that the operating budgets of the state univer-
sities will be smaller than they were last year. Across the state campus 
officers are engaged in formulating plans for coping with reductions in 
operating budgets. This is true at ISU. 
Meanwhile we await Governor Thompson's specific decisions on our budgets. 
I have written to him, reminding him that the higher education community 
worked hard to help him realize his goal of a tax increase. I expect the 
budget situation as well as tuition levels will be discussed at length 
during the Board of Regents' meeting at Northern Illinois University next week. 
I will keep you apprised of pertinent developments in future "President's 
Corner" features and other communiques as the need arises. 
?roVQst Dayid Strand stated that he had asked the Deans and other individuals 
in the Provost's area to begin the process of preparing budget reduction 
recommendations should they need to be implemented. The reason for this 
strategy is that sometimes the University is called on to respond within 
an hour or two concerning complex budget recommendations. He wanted the 
Senate to be assured that they hoped negative consequences could be avoided, 
but that it was prudent at this time to be pre~ared for budgetary cuts. 
Mr. Schmaltz spoke concerning the renort of the committee on Oral English 
Proficiency. The situation was that the State of Illinois passed legisla-
tion that the University had to have a procedure to ensure Oral English 
Proficiency within the instructional faculty. The Governor vetoed the 
legislation, but the legislature overruled the veto. The University was 
faced with the situation where they had to have a policy in place by the 
start of the fall semester. The matter had been discussed in JUAC, with 
members of Sangarnon State University and Northern Illinois University, and 
then our own Executive Committee. Members of the committee had been chosen 
carefully, and the Senate did have input on electing members. One student 
regent was concerned with the question: "Do you teach effectively?" 
He felt that ISU's committee had dealt professionally and responsibly with 
their task. 
Mr. Morreau asked why this matter was coming up for discussion at this time. 
Was it on the agenda? The answer was: no. Mr. Klass suggested it be 
considered under Communications. 
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Mr. Shulman asked Provost Strand if there were any guidelines for possible 
budget reductions by the Deans. 
Mr. Strand said they had discussed the subtleties of the process. Each Dean 
was to develop two possible scenarios for typical percentage reductions. 
While each would engage in a typical percentage reduction process, they would 
not make across the board cuts. 
Mr. Shulman stated that a few years ago when this type of situation happened, 
and Deans were asked to make 50% and 25% reductions, many people developed 
ulcers over the process. 
Mr. Gamsky had an excused absence. 
Mr. Harden had no remarks. 
ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Proposal for Deletion of Master of Science in Instructional Media 
Ms. Mills for the Academic Affairs Committee moved approval of the Proposal for 
Deletion of the Master of Science in Instructional Media (Second, Ken Strand). 
She stated that the Academic Affairs Committee had approved this proposal for 
deletion with a few minor changes in the proposal. The decisions of the 
department were based upon their experience with lack of demand for the program, 
changes in certification requirements that generated their request. They assured 
that the small number of students enrolled in the program would have the opportunity 
to finish or to change to another course. 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
2. Approval of Civil Service Council Election of Leon Toepke to JUAC 
Mr. Shulman moved to ratify the election by the Civil Service Council of Leon 
Toepke for a three-year appointment to the Joint University Advisory Committee. 
(Second, Taylor). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
3. Approval of January-June, 1988 Academic Senate Meeting Calendar 
Ms. Newby moved approval of the January-June, . 1988 Academic Senate Meeting C~lendar. 
(Second, DeLong). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
NO INFORMATION ITEMS 
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COMMUNICATIONS 
Mr. Schmaltz , relinquished the Chair to Vice Chairperson Breuer. 
Mr. Schmaltz moved a Sense of the Senate Resolution: 
WHEREAS in response to recent legislation and Board of Regent's directives, 
Illinois State University was required to possess an appropriate level of 
oral English language profi~iency, 
AND WHEREAS a committee composed of faculty, administrators, and students was 
convened by Provost David Strand to examine the issues involved 'and to make 
recommendations which were approved by the Board of Regents at its June 19, 
1987 meeting, 
Be it hereby resolved that the Academic Senate acknowledges the significant 
contributions made by the Oral English Language Proficiency Committee and 
thanks the chairperson, Dr. Elizabeth Chapman, and all members for the expe-
ditious and professional manner in which the Committee fulfilled its difficult 
and complex assiqnment. (Second, Meiron) 
Mr. Schmaltz stated that the resolution was meant as an expression of appreciation 
to the committee for the commendable job they had done. 
Mr. White asked about Appendix C, the definition of oral English language pro-
ficiency seemed vague to him. The end of the first paragraph reads: "From 
the perspective of pedagogy, the communicative ability of a teacher includes 
an understanding of cultural expectations of students and teachers regarding 
their interaction and relationship in and out of the classroom." On the first 
page under Background Definitions and Context, end of first paragraph: "Neverthe-
less, in the spirit of the legislation and given the complexities of assessing 
the total communicative effectiveness of a speaker, it would be advisable to 
refer to the general concept of 'oral English language proficiency' rather than 
total communicative effectiveness in the evaluation process, although any effec-
tive assistance program, if necessary, should include remediation of other 
aspects of communication mentioned above." This seemed like the document 
contradicted itself. 
Mr. Zeidenstein wholeheartedly agreed with Mr. White. He felt that the report 
was not only vague, but downright dangerous. Concerning the "cultural expecta-
tions" was ambiguous, dangerous, and irrelevant. He was two generations removed 
from his freshmen students. 
Mr. Strand had spoken to Senator Feaster and Dean Koshel to verify the origin 
of the definition in Appendix C. It had been drafted by a subcommittee of the 
full committee, the effort primarily coordinated by Irene Brosnahan who has 
expertise in this area. He requested that members of the Senate who had 
questions or comments concerning the report submit them to the Provost office. 
The must be implemented by next month. 
Mr. Zeidenstein asked about the deadline of "next month"? Mr. Strand said the 
new guidelines must take effect by the start ' of the fall semester. The document 
could not be retroac tive as to hiring, but beginning this fall, procedures would 
be implemented to govern future hiring practices. 
) 
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Mr. Zeidenstein thought this was a multi-faceted document. To what extent 
does Appendix C come into effect when the document is imp lemented? 
Mr. Strand answered that Appendix C was a part of the who le document that had 
been submitted to the Board of Regents. It is part of the package that was 
approved by the Board of Regen ts. It will not come into play until the start 
of the fall s€mester when the document itself comes into effect. 
Mr . Klass clearly stated his opposition to the requirement for position announce-
ments. He had seen an advertisemen t for a faculty position in the Coast Guard 
Academy that contained twelve paragraphs of bureaucratic regulations. The one 
thing that it told me was that I would not want to teach there because it was 
too bureaucratic. More recently I found in our own faculty handbook that I must 
include o n my syllabus a statement that cheating is bad and that attendance is 
required a nd information pertaining to grading procedures. He objected to the 
bureauc ratization . When we include statements in the position announcement, it 
advertises to the whole world both the xenophobia of the State of Illinois and 
the bureaucracy of the .University. He thought the requirement should be changed 
as soon as possible in order to do as little harm as possible. 
Mr. White was confused by the statement. Senator Klass stated he was on Page 2, 
fll, "Requirements and Procedures for the Initial Hiring and Evaluation of Faculty 
Members." 
Mr. White asked if this condition would require each department to include such 
a state~ent ~n their position advertisements. Mr. Strand said that part of 
what is found in this requirement is from the Board of Regents umbrella policy 
pertaining to oral English proficiency. The requirement would require a notice 
at the time announcement of the position is made similar to Affirmative Action 
notices included in such position announcements. It was also felt that as 
part of this process, such an expectation should be made known at the beginning 
of the hiring process, rather than midway through it. 
Mr. Klass thought this was inconsistent with affirmative action statemen ts because 
it was designed to discourage people from applying. He did not see that it 
would encourage people to apply, especially foreigners. He thought it ran 
counter to the affirmative action statements. He did not see that we were 
compelled to place this statement in our position announcements. 
Mr. Watkins said that this policy had been adopted by the Board of Regents 
which was the governing body for this University. The points regarding 
professors from other nations were of great concern to the committee and all 
of us , Nonetheless, there we are. We have the legislation and the Board 
of Regents guidelines to adhere to. The movement originated with students 
at state Vnivers ities in Illinois, Senator Welch was very influential in 
passing this legislation. The Board of Regents responded to this legislation . 
They had no choice but to do that, I n the ir response, one of the elements was 
that there has to be a n up-front notice of the necessity for proficiency in oral 
English language. Our committee did not designate a ny punishment, as some 
would have preferred, including the student r egent from Northern Illinois Uni-
yersity. Mr . Strand added that the same concerns had been brought up by three 
people on the committee who were not born in the United States . 
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Mr. Shulman said that assuming it was a Board of Regent's policy, it should 
be included in the position a nnouncement. It would be grossly unfair to a 
person to go through the long hiring process, only to find that he could not 
be hired. He cited an example of when he was hired at ISU. He accepted the 
position r quit his job, sold his home and moved his family, and when he arrived 
at ISU was required to sign a statement that he supported the constitution of 
the State of Illinois. This was not long after the McCarthy era, and it was 
irritating to be required to do this. 
Mr. O'Rourke agreed with Senator Klass about including this statement in the 
position announcement. However, he was in favor of English proficiency in 
the classroom. He wondered how the new immigration policies would be implemented. 
Mr. Strand stated that the immigration requirements were a federal law and would 
be expected of everyone employed anywhere in the United States. 
Mr. Watkins said that the debate had taken place in the General Assembly, the 
Governor initially over-ruled the legislation, but the General Assembly resoundly 
over-rode his veto. Since it was a law in the Sta.te of Illinois, the Board of 
Regents was attempting to comply. If other mandates are passed, we will have to 
comply with them. This was the Board's response to the legislation that was passed. 
Mr, Breuer suggested the discussion be brought back in line with the sense of the 
senate resolution. 
Mr. Klass objected to the fact that this was a Catch 22. It was defended first 
by the fact that there was broad representation on the campus with faculty and 
students contributing to the decisions; then we are told that there was never 
any choice in the matter to begin with. It seems grossly inconsistent to make 
those two points -- one that we had faculty independently deciding this, and the 
other that we had no choice in the matter. He thought we had a choice to take 
this back to the Board and raise objections to their policy. If you can lobby 
the legislature over tax increases I you can lobby the Board, 
Mr. White expressed his concern about the definition in Appendix C, Item 4; 
uOveral1 comprehensibility - Generally comprehensible with some errors in 
pronunciation, grammar, choice 0f vocabulary items, or with pauses or 
occasional rephrasing." He felt that this particular part should be 
absolutely clear. 
Ms. Mills interpreted this as meaning that students should be generally able 
to comprehend what the professor is saying, but you recognize that the professor 
may use some errors in pronunciation or at times choose the wrong word .or grammar. 
That is not sufficient evidence to say that the instructqr is incorn:preh.ensi.ble. ~ 
Mr. White was concerned that this particular requirement should be absolutely clear. 
Choice of vocabulary items would be very restrictive. 
Ms. Mills said that the wording would protect flexibility , 
would be air-tight and limit flexibility. 
A precise definition 
Ms. Roof stated that flexibility could become a problem in regard to the phrase 
concerning choice of vocabulary items. She often chose vocabulary items that 
were incomprehensible to the students on purpose to enlarge their vocabularies. 
This requirement would bring the freedom to do that into question. 
Mr. Feaster stated that the definitions were taken from a Federal Foreign Service 
test given for the minimum leve of competence in English language proficiency. 
) 
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Mr. Schmaltz said that since the Senate did not wish to debate the merits of 
the sense of the senate resolution, but chose to debate the merits of the 
actual report, and given the negative feelings, he would withdraw his sense 
of the senate resolution. Mr. Meiron, as seconder, agreed. Motion withdrawn. 
- . 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - no report. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - no report. 
Budget Committee - Mr. DeLong announced a brief committee meeting following Senate. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr. O'Rourke called a brief meeting following Senate. 
Rules Committee - Mr. Belknap reported that the Rules Committee had met on 
June 22, 1987. One of the items that they deliberated was to define the phrase 
"regular appointment" which appeared on the Procedures for Selecting a Dean for 
the College of Education. The Rules Committee interpreted the phrase, "regular 
appointment" to mean regular faculty appointments at ISU -- those faculty members 
who are on tenure and probationary tenure appointments. That interpretation was 
passed on to the Provost. Another item concerned six faculty members who were 
~erving qn two committees, which was an infringement of Article II. 2. 14. of the 
Senate Bylaws. The third point was a replacement for CAST on the Council of 
University studies. The Rules Committee will be meeting the first or second 
week of classes. 
Student Affairs Committee - no report~ 
XVIII-92 Mr, Kla,ss Il)oved to adjourn (Second Zeidenstein). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned at 9:20 p.m. 
FOR THE ACADEMIC SENATE 
JUDITH A. ROOF, SECRETARY 
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MaJt.c.h 2, 1988 
Aptil 6, 1988 
Aptil 20, 1988 
Aptil 28, 1988 
• June 8, 1988 
ACAVEMIC SENATE MEETINGS 
C..i Jt. c. u.~ Room - Bone Student 
7:00 p.m . 
Janu.aJt.y 27, 1988 
FebJt.u.aJt.y 10, 1988 
Feb Jt.uaJt.y 24, 1988 
MaJt.c.h 16, 1988 
Aptil 1 3, 1 988 
Aptil 27, 1988 
May 4, 1988 
J un e 15, 7"988 
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Illinois State University 
The Graduate School 
TO : 
FROM: 
Leonard Schmalt z, 
Academic Senate 
Richard D. Koshel 
APR 281987 
April 27, 1987 
RE : Deletion of the Master of Science in Instructional Media 
Enclosed you will find a copy of the request for deletion of the Master of 
Science in Instructional Media. The Graduate Council, at its last meeting, 
approved the request. 
There was a concern raised by the Department of Curriculum and Instruction. 
The Department's final response is also attached. Once I received this 
response, the matter was brought to the floor of the Graduate Council . 
If you have any questions, please contact me. 
RDK/gc 
Enclosures 
Normal-Bloomington , Illinois 
Phone : 309/ 438-2583 
Equal Opportunity/ Affirmative Action University 
Rm . 310, Hovey Hall 
Normal , Illinois 61761 
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PROGRAM DEL!TI ~ REQUEST 
1. Institution: Illinois State University 
2. Responsible Department or Administrative Unltr Department 
of Communication 
3. Program Tltler Master of SCience InInstructlonal Media 
•• BEGIS Classification: 13.0501 
5. Anticipated Date of Implementation: Fall 1987 
. 
6. RATIOOALE: 
Program Review 
The live Year Review of the Instructional Media program 
Identified several areas of concern which needed attention to make 
the program a strong, viable one. Among the concerns were student 
enrollment, the focus of the curriculum, and faculty activities. 
The University recommended the Instructional Media program be 
reviewed again In three years. During the three years, the 
Identified areas of concern were to be clarified or plans 
Implemented to correct the problems. Faculty were to partICipate 
In recruitment activities to raise the student FTE to 20 by Fall 
1987. A major curriculum review was to be conducted to clarify 
the differences between programs for education and non-education 
students, to consider changing the emphasis of the program from 
utilization of ' medla to the Impact of media, and to examIne the 
closer Integration of the program with other programs In the 
Department. In addition, the Department was to examine faculty 
Incentives to encourage more scholarly productIVity. 
The UnIversity, College, and Department were to support these 
act Iv It Ies by: 
-allowing summer courses to be offered wIthout 
penalizing the Department's subsequent summer 
school allocations; 
-providing Instructional Development funds 
to retrain Instructional medIa faculty; 
-providing released research time for 
Instructional media faculty: and 
-providing a curriculum consultant to assist 
with the extensive curriculum review. 

DIscussIon and Proposals 
A number of Department graduate faculty meetIngs have been 
devoted to dIscussIng the UnIversIty's recommendatIons and to 
consIderIng specIfIc proposals regardIng our reactIons. The need 
for persons wIth InstructIonal medIa competencies In educatIon and 
busIness and Instructional medIa courses to support other 
Department programs was establIshed. But after carefully 
consIderIng the goals to be achIeved and the resources needed to 
make the InstructIonal medIa program strong and vIable, It was 
determIned that It would be ImpractIcal to maIntaIn the program as 
a totally separate degree. 
The decIsion was made to dIsestablIsh the degree program and 
Integrate the coursework Into the CommunIcatIon master's degree 
program. thIs IntegratIon would Involve abolIshIng sane courses, 
modIfyIng some, and maIntaIning others. The courses In each 
category are: 
Courses to Abol Ish 
COM 337 Programmed LearnIng 
COM 386 TechnIcal Computer ProgrammIng 
Courses to be ModIfIed (BasIc modIfIcatIon needs) 
COM 319 Computer GraphIcs (AudIence focus) 
COM 3~O Computer ApplIcatIons In Education (Content and 
AudIence) 
COM S.5 IntroductIon to LIbrary Technology (Content and 
AudIence) 
COM 362 InstructIonal TelevIsIon (Focus) 
COM 366 GraphIc Design and ProductIon (Content and 
AudIence) 
COM 367 Audio Production (AudIence) 
COM ~33 AdmInIstratIon of MedIa Centers (AudIence) 
Courses to be MaIntaIned 
COM 365 Fundamentals of GraphIc ProductIon ' 
COM 391 ProfessIonal Methods 
COM ~34 Research In InstructIonal MedIa 
COM ~35 InstructIonal Systems Development 
COM ~36 InstructIonal Message DesIgn 
this solutIon to disestablIsh the InstructIonal media program 
and Integrate some of the courses Into the CommunIcatIon masters 
program wIll meet the needs of students and use the resources of 
the Department more effectIvely. A number of students are 
presently takIng courses In both programs but must make the choIce 
of gettIng a degree In one of the two master's programs offered. 
The one master's degree In CommunIcatIon wIll be approprIate for 
all our students. Students who wIsh to acquIre the State of 
IllInoIs MedIa SpecIalIst certIfIcatIon wIll be able to take the 

requIred coursework and In addItIon take courses In research 
methodology and prosemlnar In communIcation. Students who wish to 
enter the traInIng or human resource development fIeld wIll be 
able to desIgn a more Integrated program In communIcation 'and 
InstructIonal methodology under a more marketable degree name. 
Students In the orIginal Speech Communication master's program 
will be able to select fram a broader offerIng of courses In 
deSigning a Plan of Study to meet their specific career goals. 
Students In all three of these categorIes are presently doing 
same of thIs crossover. The disestablishment of the InstructIonal 
Media .. ster's program and IntegratIng It wIth the CommunIcatIon 
master's program will eliminate a nUDt>er of problems and better 
reflect what Is happening In the Department and the requIrements 
of Iq)loyers. 
7. Arrangements to be Made for Program Facul ty and Students: 
'The remainIng two llne~ In the Instructional MedIa Program 
wIll be Integrated Into the CcmnunlcatJon Program. 
Students enrolled In the InstructIonal MedIa Program prIor to 
the Fall 1987 semester will be allowed to complete theIr degree In 
InstructIonal media or to swItch to communIcatIon. 
8. AnticIpated Iq>act on other eaq,us Programs: 
The mInors In InstructIonal medIa and lIbrary scIence will be 
maIntaIned. The courses fron InstructIonal medIa to be maIntaIned 
or modlf led wi I I support these programs. The doctoral students In 
CUrriculum and InstructIon who use Instructional media as an area 
of concentration or mInor will stIli be able to complete the 
required corsework. 
9 . AntIcipated Budgetary Effect: 
There are no anticipated effects on the prese~t Department 
budget . 
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TO: Dean Richard D. Koshel, 
Associate Provost for Research & 
Dean of Graduate Studies 
FROM: Dan Baxley, Chair C\... k-, ~ 1._ 
C&I ~ 
RE: Response to your inquiry regarding the Masters in 
Instructional Media 
DATE: April 9, 1987 
Thank you for offering Curriculum & Instruction the opportunity to reflect on 
its needs in the area of Instructional Media and to communicate to you our 
future interests. Although we feel it would be inappropriate at this time to 
pursue the transfer of the M.S. in Education degree from the Department of 
Communications to the Department of Curriculum and Instruction, we do have an 
interest in pursuing the topic of course offerings in C&I of an instructional 
media nature. Of possible interest would be a sequence or emphasis in 
Instructional Media as part of our C&I Masters degree. 
Again, thank you for the opportunity for input. 
DB/mkd 
ILLINOIS STATE UNIVERSITY 
_ _ .""r-
TO: Academic senat~~ ~~ 
Lois Lindholm, Chairperson, CIS Council FROM: 
DATE: June 29, 1987 
RE: JUAC Appointment 
At the June 16 Civil Service Council meeting Leon Toepke 
was unanimously appointed to fill the 3 year term as JUAC 
representative for the Civil Service employees. He has 
accepted this appointment. 
JUN 291987 
